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<Figure 1> The hypothetical model
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ZEC|o} ZisOisi S0 ZISAL O[0lx], O[0[X] ZFKQI, XIOIESH Alole] 2AIZY 7=
<Table 1> Descriptive Statistics of Variables.
Variables ltems Mean=£SD Smallest Largest Cronbach’s a
Determinants of nursing image
Subjective 9 3.89+0.66 1.89 5.00 .808
Institutional 4 3.91+0.74 1.75 5.00 .624
Media 4 3.18+0.80 1.00 5.00 .685
Nursing image
Traditional 11 3.97+0.58 2.09 5.00 813
Social 6 3.78+0.64 2.00 5.00 .676
Professional 5 3.85+0.78 1.40 5.00 788
Individual 3 2.46+1.11 1.00 5.00 746
Self-esteem
Optimistic 5 3.73+0.63 2.00 5.00 .657
Pessimistic 5 3.30+0.69 1.60 5.00 611
K 0.19™
Institutional 0.70™ Professional
Media
Social (—@
Subjective
Traditional (—@

Optimistic

7(14)=10.30, p>0.74

RMSEA = 0.00(90% CI, 0.00 ~0.05)
CFI=1.00

SRMR =0.02

CD=1.00

<Figure 2> Path diagram for the modified model (x* p<0.05, *** <0.01)
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<Table 2> Equation-level Goodness of Fit

Depvars R—squared Mc Mc?
Observed
Traditional .626 791 .626
Social .659 812 .659
Professional 622 789 .622
Subjective .848 921 .848
Institutional 484 .696 484
Media .094 307 .094
Optimistic .624 790 624
Pessimistic 112 334 112
Latent
Image 795 .892 795
Self 783 .885 183
Overall 1.006

Mc = correlation between depvar and its prediction
Mc? = me”?2 is the Bentler-Raykov squared multiple correlation
coefficient

TR AL oln A EEEALY) AokEFHel BAH L
2 RO ARENE EIA 9 Qe vehddh s
A} ollAe] SR AEA olwlx), WA olnlA, 1)
2 AHEA olulAE seluHe] EAKCR fold A%

A =
B gehla gort ol s ARES AEF] B
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<Table 3> Direct, Indirect, and Total Effects in the Modified Model

Standardized indire

ct

Endogenous Exogenous Standardized direct effect offect Standardized total effect
iabl iabl = o o
VIS VIS Coefficient p—value Coefficient p—value Coefficient p—value
Factor Subjective 921 <.001 - - 921 <.001
Institutional .696 <.001 - - .696 <.001
Media 307 <.001 - - 307 <.001
Image Factor .892 <.001 - - .892 <.001
Professional 789 <.001 - - 789 <.001
Social 812 <.001 - - 812 <.001
Traditional 791 <.001 - - 791 <.001
Subjective - - .822 <.001 .822 <.001
Institutional - - 621 <.001 621 <.001
Media - - 274 <.001 274 <.001
Self-esteem Image -.017 967 - - -017 967
Factor .900 .039 -015 967 .885 <.001
Optimistic 790 <.001 - - 790 <.001
Pessimistic 334 <.001 - - 334 <.001
Professional - - -.013 967 -013 967
Social - - -017 967 -014 967
Traditional - - -013 967 -013 967
Subjective - - .829 .040 815 .040
Institutional - - 626 037 616 .037
Media - - 276 064 272 064
Ao Fol@ PPt Vehla QA gk Ten A F Rde] A%% Aol 2’30)=9827, p>0012 FEk 7]
oFEFAS M QAR WA Aol nlHA AotEF Aol FAF Foll Aks FA ok A9 EElo] FAHO
7 BT AokeZgel ARAel ZIE e ik 2 folshl A%t e R0 vebdck
T aE AvEY USAF ojuRket 7kEAF ou]A| 9] st Ak 7+ AFE Blwdt d3kFigure 3), A5 IF TR0 %
FIPERD AR ou)A|, AR]F ojulA], T3l HEA olv| Ad 2y Al sdsHl oA AH 2Rl ofu|A|e|
A= AotEFe A4 9 HHadsE YeRa A &2 AR Gs vAW EAF oju|A|= APl 9]
Aoz vehkont g 2B ¥ avhs AokEFdel M9l 9L viNA Fshu glom oled e wshdz
FEE vA= Aow YRl oleldt A= kEAF o] Aghd Kol ztel7h giglek 28] oln|A] A QRlo]
A7 AotEFAtel Fost ARENE YERA ] Wi AtolEFArel] mX= Q3 1shd Ashd Alole] xto]7h
olck e R0 uehgrh Ashdel 3% olulx] ARl A
olEFAtel BAACE fogt JEFS MAA e FoE
o 1A Ahdywe] xjo] #4 et Wi 18hd2 0=0.0557004 BAACRE 4TS 1
REAke] ool wsle) G4 g AREIESEe W A Rom vekdth F oluld @geqe ushdel A%
ot Q1A AHHI 22 Wiglel| wat gEbd 4 lvk(Kalisch, Aol te] e PgL mXn e vk AgdeA=
& Begeny, 2007). {t&EAYE0] koAl G-E AR AP oFol BAE HoAWF EAZHOR FF AFS nHA H
AFE 1EEAbl dist ojuAE HAAZL 4= it} o]#sl o] She Aoz yehdth gla v ApolEFte] el
FE ZFSAE oAl AR 4, FSAL olm|A, T1E]ar Aol 1A Aghde] xfo|7t velwith mEhde] g n)#z
e 722 WA= WSl sle Add 1tsd AlopEAto] ApolEt Mol S mIR ¥hE A shde
W3 LT Q= 1sd sHAlole] Jjolz} 9l A mBA AolEEze] AokEEze] 4TS vHA
4 ek o= Aoz Yl
<Figure 3> Ashd(18hd¥} 28hd) 7 1shd(3ehda) 48 AeE A 2 A9 AEA 13 AiLg ojun]x
el FHEGe oF AS oS BAT Adoltk B Aol f912el #A EARod Aue FRE 45
T2 Aokst Ao mde] AL 4%(58)=126.25, p>.001 RE oA FoHd #AE veRYA] Ugkor miAA
olm Aoko] Qli= B9 BAAIR= 17(28)=27.97, p>4T0% owA] AR QRIF H|FA AolEFgt Alololl= HbHE
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Institutional 0.717)
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Media

Subjective

»| Professional

Social

Traditional (—@

<Lower vear group>
1(14)=1588, p=0.32
SEMR=0.04
CD=1.11

§) <Upper vear group>
72(14)=12.10, p=0.60

SRMR=0.03
CD=0.98

Upper vears group results are shown in
parentheses
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Purpose: This study, on the basis of a structural model that includes nurse image, image determinants, and

self-esteem of Cambodian nursing students influenced by the Korean nursing education system, demonstrates
distinctions between senior and junior according to experience in clinical practice. Methods: Data were collected
via a questionnaire from 194 nursing students in Cambodia and subsequently analyzed using the STATA IC 12
program. Results: First, image determinants and their sub-factors—subjective, institutional, and media-effect both the
nurse image and self-esteem of nursing students. Second, the study confirms that nurse image has no significant
effect on self-esteem. Also, the individual factor, a sub-factor of nurse image, possesses a weak relationship with
nurse image. Third, the structural model mediating between senior and junior reveals differences resulting from
experiences derived from clinical practice. Conclusion: The study has significance in that Cambodian nursing

students, who are rarely studied in terms of nurse image, have been systemically analyzed via a structural model
incorporating image determinants and self-esteem.
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